set up a new international organization to defend the peace
and security of nations. The United Nations organization
appeared, and along with it the Security Council and the
veto. This was an attempt to create at last an effective or-
ganization for the safeguarding of universal security. And
it is precisely the veto that plays the leading role here. The
veto principle demands that all the great Powers give at-
tention to their common- interests and the interests of uni-
versal peace, thus making it difficult to create narrow blocs
and groups of some Powers against other Powers, and still
more difficult for anyone to make a deal with an aggressor
behind the backs and contrary to the interests of peace-
loving countries.
What may renunciation of the veto power in the United
Nations organization imply? It is not difficult to guess that
it may untie the hands of some for definite actions. Renun-
ciation of the veto would, of course, facilitate the creation
of narrow groups and blocs amon^ the great Powers, and
at any rate would untie the hands of those who are opposed
to a united front of the United Nations in defence of peace.
But we have already tried that road. That road led us to the
second world war. What it holds out for the United Nations
organization is nothing but ignominious failure.
Such plans only meet the desires of reactionary circles,
they only help the camp of unbridled imperialists. They do
not conceal that cooperation with the Soviet State irks them.
There are plenty of people in these circles, of course, who
are inveterately inclined to hatch anti-Soviet projects. But
we have the unforgettable experience of the League of
Nations before us. It tried to uphold peace without the Soviet
Union, and even directly at the expense of the interests of
the Soviet Union. No good came of it.
To ignore the Soviet Union, to forget the importance of
its support in- matters affecting peace is dangerous nowadays,
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